





























CONCLUSTONS

| The results obtained from applications of hay mulch and NC 1556.2L appear to
be equal to or glightly better than those obtained from the hay mulch and asphalt
emulsion treatments. However, the improvement is not significant enough to con-
sider replacing the asphalt emulsion with NC 1556.2%L as this requives an addition=
al step to complete the treatment.

The addition of Gelgard to the hay mulch and NC 1556.2L treatment did not
appear to improve performance; while the addition of Gelgard to the Silva Fiber and
NC 1556.21, treatment did show a slight improvement in evosion control effectiveness.

Although fair to good results were obtained by adding Silva Fiber to the chem=
ical treatments, it is suggested that the use of this combination be discontinued
due to the difficulty of application,

The chemical NC 15536.2L used alone, although not as effective as hay mulch and
NC 1556.2%L or hay mulch and asphalt emulsion, did limit surface erosion and encoure
age grass growth. The use of NC 1556.2%L in place of hay mulch and asphalt emulsion
could conceivably reduce slope treatment costs due to the ease of application; it
can be mixed and applied along with the normal application of grass seed, fertilizer,
and limestone. The test results also indicate that NC 1556.2L could be effectively
used on raw earth slopes as a temporvary treatment in anticipation of the final gra-
ding and cover treatment,

The chemicals used ave still in the experimental stage; therefore, cost com=
parisons between the test systems and Vermont's standard treatment could not be made,
Overall results from the chemical treatments would probably not justify their use in
place of Vermont's standard treatment of hay mulch and asphalt emulsion. However,
with continued laboratory refinements, chemicals may prove to be fully effective in

preventing soil erosion under all field conditions.










	1971 - 03A Soil Erosion Control Experiment Through the Utilization of Chemicals
	1971 - 03A pages at end

